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1 Sam. xvii. 40—45. Thou comeſt—with a ſpear and 
with a ſhield; but I come to thee in the name of the 
Lord of haſts, the God of the armies of 1jrael, whont 
thou haſt defied. | | 

2 Pet. ii. 16. But was rebuked for his iniquity } the 
dumb aſs ſpeaking with man's voice, forbade the mad: 
neſs of the prophet. 

Rev, xii. 10. 7; he accuſer of our brethren i is (or wil be! 
2 down. 
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is betrayed. 


to) 


MISTAKES in this COMMENTARY, partly 
owing, perhaps, to the vitiations commitred 
upon the manuſcript,---in order to make. the 

_ worthy Author ſeem to * ſome low be 


tarian plan. 


1f, In his introduction, he allows, and very juſtly, 
that the reaſon why Jews and Gentiles could 
not be juſtified by = works of the law of Mo- 
ſes, was, that they had not fulfilled the obligations of 


that law ;—they were all under fin—But in his expli- 


cation, (iii. 19—31.) he forgets this, and places his 


argument on a different foot, —as if obedience to the 


laws of God even under the goſpel were of no avall, 
contrary to chap. vi. and viii. | 

2dly, In his explication of chap. v. verſe 18. he 
contradicts himſelf, and, in order to make good a 
favourite point, artfully" ſhifts the caſe in hand, and 
fights with a man of ſtraw,——Thus the weak reader 


3dly, Upon. the. firſt, five chapters, he applies the 
reaſoning of the apoſfle to the preſent times; the a- 
poſtle himſelf expreſly confines it to the firſt ages, 


(iti, 26.) at this time, ſays he, 


4thly, Tho' he ſometimes takes notice of the origi- 
nal controverſy upon which it was wrote, (Acts xv. 1.) 
yet he generally loſes ſight of it in his comment, and 


runs into the Antinomian plan, which is the worſt of 


all miſtakes in Chriſtianity, and of akin to that, 


25 Jude 4. Rom, vi. 1. Gal. ii. 19. 


5tbly, He almoſt always ſubſtitutes the terms of ad- 
miſſion into the Chriſtian covenant at that time, for 
the terms of acceprance to ſalvation under the goſpel, 
and within the pale of the Chriſtian church ;—and 
thus makes the apoſtle contradi& himſelf, (i, 28. 
and vi. 2 2. and viii. 1.) 


thy, In his explication of the ſeycnth hopes he 
forgets 


(4) 

forgets the thread of the apoſtle's reaſoning, and fol- 
lows the admirers of Auguitine the monk; and pays 
no regard to the explicatians of the orthodox, and o- 
thers of the church, for the firſt 400 years after 
Chriſt, —and in this he agrees with all the Popiſh 
commentators, — To this may be applied Lukev. 39. 

7thly, He makes no diſtinction between the purpoſe 


or predeſtination of God, to call the Gentiles into the 


Ghriſtian church, and their actual election at their 
acceptance of the call, ſtiled the election of grace; 
in oppoſition, to the old election of the Iſraelites, who 
were cl. oſen and beloved for their father's ſakes, 
gr, Therefore he applies to individuals, what is 
deſigned by the apoſtle of large bodies and ſocieties of 
men, chap, viii. 29,—and chap, ix. x. xi. 
gt hy, He takes no notice that the word tranſlated 
righteouſneſs and juſtification, in the original, is the 
ſame, and therefore leads the Engliſh reader into a 
groſs miſtake through the iii, iv. and v. chapters, as 
if by righteouſneſs, was meant the foundation of juſ-_ 
tification; — whereas, in fact, it is meant of juſtifica- 
tion itſelf, which conſiſted in the remiſſion of their 
fins that were paft, and their being received into the 
church and covenant of God upon the goſpel plan, — 
There is only one exception from this (v. 18.) where 
the. antitheſis evidently determines the ſenſe. 
Tothly, Upon account of all which miſtakes, he 
raifes' obſervations from many paſſages, which are 


quite foreign to the apoſtle's meaning, and in ſome 


places, ſcarcely conſiſtent with the faith and doctrines 
of the goſpel, once delivered to the ſaints. : 
11thly, In ſhort, the whole commentary in the 
doctrinal part of the epiſtle, is not upon the original 
plan of the goſpel, as preached by St Paul to the 
Gentiles, in whoſe intereſt he received his commiſh- 
on, and whoſe cauſe he warmly eſpouſes in all his 
epiſtles, (Rom. xvi. 25, 26. Gal. iii. 14,29. Eph, ii. 
1220, and Eph. iii. 1—11.) Cl, i. 21—28. and ii. 
A 


1114. 2 Tim. ii. 9, 10. 
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A LETTER in aner to the fore- 
going pretended MISTAKES. | 


81, 


HAVE ſeen your miſtubres, which you | affixed o 
the end of Mr Brown's book upon the epiſtle to- 
the Romans; and as I recommended the book both. Ko 


to you and others, and promiſed to anſwer for s 
ſoundneſs, J reckon myſelf the more concerned to 
take notice of it: And, as I approve and commend 
ingenuity and freedom in any man, altho? his princi- 
ples ſhould not be very good, ſo I commend you for 
your ingenuity, in fo far as you have ſhewed your 
real ſentiments; only I wiſh you had been more par- 
ticular : and I hope, you will not be offended, if I 
be free and ingenuous alſo. 

Lou ſay, That theſe miſtakes are, © partly owing, 
© perhaps, to the vitiations committed upon the ma- 
c nuſcript, in order to make the worthy author ſeem 


* to ſupport ſome low ſectarian plan.” Sir, I ſhould 
regrete that you did not read the preface to the reader, 4 


if it were not for what I fee you have wrote at the 
foot of it, viz. © This preface was wrote by a Papiſt, 
with a view to deceive the people, &c.” (Perhaps 1 it 


has anger'd you, how juſtly, let the reader judge, and 


let the writer anſwer for himſelf, if alive) if you did 
not read it, how did you know this ? but if you did 
read it, you might have ſeen that the manufcript was 


ſtill preſerved in the hands of the publiſhers at Edin- 


burgh, and was expoſed to the view of all that de- 


fired it, if they ſuſpected any word or ſentence to be 


vitiate. Likewiſe a conſiderable time ago, when J 
heard that you was pretty confident that it was vitiate, 
particularly upon the xiii, chapter, you thought the 
ſtile was not like the reſt; I ſent you word that I 
ſhould ſhow the manuſcript, as ſufficient to ſatisfy any 
man that was willing to be ſatisfied; as no man in this 


age was able to counterfeit the author' s write undiſcern- 
ed: 
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ed: and as the manuſcript is now in my cuſtody, I 
yet offer the ſame. Now, Sir, what an odious and 
30jurious imputation is hereby caſt upon all who had 
it in their cuſtody, or were concerned in its publica- 
tion, eſpecially the Printer, who could not but ſee if 
it had been any way vitiate? And I muſt do the 
printer this jaſtice, to bear witneſs, that he hath ated 
both a careful and faithful part, and deſerves to be 


both commended and encouraged, altho' you do nei- 


ther. The truth is, Sir, I believe you would rather 
ſeem to lay the blame of all the following miſtakes 
any where, rather than upon the worthy author, who 
has been deſervedly famous in the churches of Chriſt, 

theſe hundred years paſt, both at home and abroad, 

for ſingular abilities, extenſive learning and eminent 
piety and orthodoxy. And you have but reaſon to 
fuſpect, (yea, you may aſſurę yourſelf of it) that it will be 
impoſſible for you to blaſt the reputation of either the 
venerable author, or his excellent book, ang ſeri· 


obus and orthodox readers. 


, (You ſay) In his introduction, he allows and 
« very juſtly, that the reaſon why Jews and Gentiles 
% could not be juſtified by the works of the law of 
** Moſes, was that they had not fulfilled the obligati- 
* ons of that law.“ 

Sir, you muſt allow me to tell you, that ſome ſay, 
to ſtumble in the threſhold is omious; bur here (it I 
miſtake not) you ſtumble in the very entry, into a 
threefold miſtake, even when you are going to correct 
miſtakes, which I think is a preſage that your un- 
dertaking ſhall not be happy. For 1, if you read 
the preface, you might ſee that the introduction to 
the firſt vii. chapters was not his. 2. I can ſee no 
fuch thing in it. 3. Neither would it be juſt if it were, 
It is true, the Gentiles were inexcuſable, and liable 
to the judgment of God, becauſe they did not walk 


E to the dim light of the-law written in their 


art, the law of Moſes they had not, — they knew 
not,—therefore would not be judged by it, Rom. ii. 12. 
The Jews, indeed, were more incxcuſable thereby, 


and a 
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and were under the curſe of that law, becauſe they 
did not keep all the words thereof to do them. But it is 
another thing to ſay, that it is the reaſon (which im- 
ports as much as if it was the only reaſon) why they 
could not be juſtified by that law. Now, by the works 


= of the law, no fleſh can be juſtified ;—it ceaſes for ever 


to be a poſſible way of life to all the natural poſterity 
of Adam ever ſince he fell, Rom. iii. 20, Gal. ii. 10. 
Gal. iii. 11, 21, 22. even ſuppoſing they did never ac- 
tually break one command thereof; except you will 
ſuppoſe that they are not born ſinners, under the 
guilt of Adam's firſt fin, and wanting origioal righ- 
teouſneſs, and that they are not naturally corrupt, 
(which I think by the ſequel is too apparent to be 
your opinion) the contrary of which, firſt and laſt, 
was his doctrine, Therefore, ho did not (as you ay) 
forget this in his explication of chap. iii. 19—31. 
«© where he places his argument upon a different 
6 foot, —as if obedience to the laws of God, even 
under the goſpel, were of no avail,—contrary to 
« chap. vi. and viii.“ Indeed, he teaches, that obe- 
dience to the laws of God, under both law and go- 
ſpel is abſolutely neceſſary to give evidence of the truth 


bf faith; and that it neceſſarily flows from it, as good 


fruit natively grows on a good tree, and is an evi- 
dence that it is ſuch; yet is no cauſe that it is a good 
tree, or of its fruitfulneſs: but he utterly denies good 
works of obedience to be cauſes of juſtification, either 
in whole or in part, becauſe the inſpired apoſtle leads 
him to it; and he aſſerts and proves juſtification to 
be only and wholly by the righteouſneſs of Chriſt, 
laid hold upon by faith. And there is no more con- 
tradiction in this, to chapters vi. and viii. than there 
is contradiction bet wixt juſtification and ſanctification, 


the laſt of which ſweetly flows from, and follows the 


firſt. Now, that (in defence of Mr Brown's book) 
I may not give you only my word, inſtead of proof, 
as you generally here do; and as I can ſcarcely find 
any ſcripture more fully and clearly confirming this 
Tuth, (viz, juſtification by faith without the works 


the Confeſſion. 


C3 


of the law,) nor any writer that more ſoundly, clear- 


ly, and pertinently expounds and applies the ſame, 


than he doth in theſe verſes, betwixt the 19 and 31, 
which you have here marked; and as you have ſhew- 
ed your ſuperlative {kill in correcting, (I believe I 
ſhould ſay, perverting) our tranſlation; yea, all the 
tranſlations have yet been in Englith, and I cannot 
pretend ſkill to vindicate the tranſlation : And altho? 
I would willingly appeal to the larger and ſhorter ca- 
techiſms, and many learned Anti-arminian, common- 
ly called orthodox divines, who have been in Scot- 
land, England, and elſewhere, this 200 years, eſpe- 
cially in the laſt century; yet ſuch, I ſee, you will 
deſpiſe as being followers and admirers of Auguſtine 
the monk. I ſay, conſidering all this, I ſhall refer 
you for proof to the Weſtminiſter Confeſſion, which 


pou yourſelf. have ſubſcribed, and according to which, 


I ſuppoſe, you have ſolemnly engaged to teach; and 


therefore you cannot refuſe it as a ſubordinate ſtand - 


ard; except you retract your ſubſcription and engage- 
ment. See Confeſſion, chap. vi. J 3, 6. chap. vii. © 3. 
chap. viii. J 8, chap. x. © 1. chap. xi. © 1, 2, 3. 
ehap. xvi. J 2, 5, 7. chap, xix. I 6, by all which, it 
appears, that Mr Brown is upon the ſame foot with 


But in your ſecond, you are more particular, and 


ſhew both chapter and verſe, (viz. chap. v. verſe 18.) 
In his explication of which, (you ſay) he contra- 
_ « dicts himſelf, and in order to make good a favourite 


« point, he artfully ſhifts the caſe in hand, and fights 
« with a man of ſtraw,” Pray, Sir, where is the 
ſelf contradiction. I cannot ſee it, and I believe none 
but yourſelf will. The apoſtle is there ſhewing, that 


as by the offence of one, judgment came upon all men to 


condemnation ; even /o, by the righteouſneſs of one, the 
free gift came upon all men, to juſtification of life. Up- 


_ oenWwhich, Mr Brown having in the former verſes 


cleFed the doctrine of imputation; and alſo, in this 


| fame place immediately before, then he reſumes, in 


fhort, that the ſtrength of the apoſtle's argument 


> nu | 
lieth here: As all finners are liable to condemnation, 
fo all righteous perſons are to enjoy life, —-Where it 
is plain, that by righteous perſons, he means, ſuch 45 
were ſo by imputation; for neither the ſcripture nor he 
acknowledge any meer man to be righteous in the 
ſight of God, in order to enjoy life, by inherent 
_ righteouſneſs. Can this be the ſelf. contradiction you 
ſee ? (Yes; and then Popery alſo.) Then he giveth 
| ſeveral ſtrong and weighty reaſons to prove that the 
word all cannot be taken in an univerſal, but in a 
reſtrained ſenſe; for all who are in Chriſt, to whom 
he is a head; now, whether you mean this, or the 
foregoing point, concerning the impuration of Adam's 
fin, and of thc righteouſneſs of Chriſt to theſe whom 
they did repreſent; it is true, that theſe are both fa- 
vourite points, and very material. You ſay, „He 
« artfully ſhifis the caſe in hand, and fights with a 
* man of ſtraw,” Yea, Sir, he is arguing with men, 
I-ſuppoſe, fimilar to yourſelf, and if you will needs have 
them to be men of ſtraw ; be it ſo, I ſhall not contend ; 
only I deny; that he ſhifts the cafe, that both the a- 
poſtle and he hath in hand; and if you think that 
he doth not handle the doctrine of the imputation of 
Adam's fin, and of the righteouſneſs of Chriſt, in ſo 
copious and ſcholaſtic a way as you would have him, 
you may ſee abundance of this in his book upon juſ- 
_ tification, particularly chap. viii. but indeed, I am 
jealous you are diſpleaſed that he handled it at all. — 
Thus, (you ſay) the weak reader is betrayed.”— 
Berrayed, Sir! let us ſee if the Confeſſion, even your 
own confeſſion of faith, does not betray them as 
much; in chap: iii. J 6; chap. vi. J 3. chap. viii. 
78. chap. xi. © r, 2. with the ſcriptures quoted. 
3dly, (you fay) ©* Upon the firſt five chapters he 
applies the reaſoning of the _ ro the preſent 
times. —Indeed, this error, I am informed, you 
very warily guarded your people againſt, when you 
was lecturing upon theſe chapters. But Sir, if the 
reaſoning of the apoſtle in the firſt five chapters be 
unappliable to the 2 times; why not the reſt 
| - 9M 
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( 10 ) 
of the epiſtle ? yea, why not all the reſt of the epiſ -. 


tles? and if ſo, for what uſe are all theſe five chap- 


ters to us in theſe laſt ages? are they only to ſhew us 


what was once the ſtate of Jews and Gentiles; and 


what the way of juſtification once was? If it may not 


be applied to the preſent times, it cannot ſhew us 


what our ſtate by nature is; nor what the way of 
juſtification now is neither. Pray Sir, why, may it 
not be applied now? I know you anſwer, that then, 
they were without the pale of the church and cove- 
nant of God; and now they are born and brought 
up within it, Sir, I intend not to enter upon a for- 
mal diſpute, nor, will intended brevity allow a particu- 
lar diſquiſition of this; I ſhall only ſay this in ſhort. 1. I 
hope you will, (at leaſt ſhould) acknowledge, that 


all ſcripture is given by inſpiration of God, and is pro- 
table, —and that theſe holy men of God ſpake and 


wrote as they were moved by the Holy Ghoſt ; therefore 


the Holy Spirit inſpiring the apoſtles, had a view to 


all after ages. 2. The unchangeable God being ſtill 
the ſame, and all mankind being ſtill the fame by na- 
ture, and alſo the way of reconciliation and acceptance 
with God, being ſtill the ſame, requires that the ſame 
frame and method of goſpel doctrine be taught at all 
times alſo. * 3. Altho' there be a viſible external dif- 


- ference as to their federal ſtate, betwixt ſuch as are 
born and educate within the viſible church, and thoſe 
who are without, with reſpect to many external pri- 


vileges, and eccleſiaſtic dignities, yet there is no dif- 
ference as to ſaving intereſt in Chriſt, and acceptance 
wich God, without regeneration, and a vital union 
with Chriſt by faith: as witneſſeth the apoſtle, 
Rom, iii 9. Cal. iii. 22. Ames ix. 7. and the corrupt 
depravity af church members witneſſeth the ſame al- 
ſo. 4. If theſe firſt five chapters be not applicable 


to theſe who are within the covenant, and the pale of 


the Chriſtian church, then they could not be appli- 
cable to the Romans, to whom this epiſtle was wrote, 
more than :o us in this time; for they were already a 
churn, beloved of God, called to be ſaints, Rom. i. 7. 
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and whoſe faith was ſpoken of through the whole world, 
verſe 8. 5. To what purpoſe would rhe apoſtle have 
treated ſo largely of Abraham's juſtification by faith, 
_ Chap. iv, to prove that believers under the New Teſ- 
tament were juſtified the ſame way; and at laſt con- 
cluded, verſe 23. That it was not written for his ſake. 
alone, that it was imputed to him for righteouſneſs 
but for us alſo, to whom it ſkall be imputed, it we 
believe. And again, chap. xv. 4. he tells us. that 
whatſoever was written aſoretime, was written for our 
learning, that we through patience, and comfort of the 
ſcriptures, might have hope, — And if what was writ- 
ten in the Old Teſtament, was alſo written for the 
ſake of believers under the new; ſhall not what is 
written in the New Teſtament, as mach, if not more, 
be written for our learning? 6. Mr Brown had the 
example of the apoſtles in many places, partfcularly 
Heb. xiii, 5, 6. where the apoſtle applies to believers in 
that time generally, the promiſe made to Jothua, 
chap. xv. I will not leave thee, nor forſake thee ; which 
you (perhaps) would think was applicable only to. 
Joſhua. Nay, but you tell us, That the apoſtle 
„ himſelf expreſly confines it to the firſt ages, iii. 26. 
& af this time, lays he.” You now bring ſcriptura 
for proof of what you fay; but pray, Sir, did you 
ever fee any man before yourſelf make ſuch uſe of 
this place? or, is this fair quoting of ſcripture? is it 
not rather a groſs perverſion of ſcripture, thus ro. cut 
out three ſhort words out of the middle of a verſe ? 
whereas, if you had quoted the whole verſe, it would 
not have ſerved your intent; and I think it is evident 
to any ordinary reader, that from the 21 verſe to the 
end of the 26, is but ane entire ſentence, and theſe. 
words (af this time) according to the ſcope-of the a- 
poſtle, reſpects the declaring of the righteouſneſs of 
God at that time, by the ſetting forth of Chriſt to be a 
propitiation, as Mr Brown, the Dutch annotators, and. 
others haveclearlyſhewed; as alſo your ownConfeffion, 
chap. vii. J 6. chap. viii. J 5. chap. xi. J 6. bring theſe 
{ame verſes for proof, thatthe way «AT 
| oth. 
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En; 
both the Old and New Teſtaments was the ſame, viz. 
By „ the perfect obedience and ſacrifice of our Lord 
« Jeſus Chriſt, whereby he made ſatisfaction to juſ- 


tice, and purchaſed not only reconciliation, but 
an everiaſting inheritance in the kingdom of hea- 
ven, for all thoſe whom the Father hath given him.”? 
But indeed, I believe you quoted this, becauſe you - 
could get no other, to prove ſuch a ſtrange point, 

athly, You ſay, Tho' he ſometimes takès notice 


es of the original controverſy upon whigh it was wrote 


( Acts xv.1.) yet he generally loſſes fight of it in 
«© his comment,” Sir, your own ip/e dixit is no 
proof; where is there any evidence, or even probabi- 
lity, that this epiſtle was wrote upon what'you call 
the original controverſy, concerning circumciſeing 


the Gentiles ? or where does Mr Brown take notice 
'of it ? Nay, your own Mr Whitby, (who, I ſuppoſe, 


you often follow, even he himſelf, tho* a profeficd 


_ Arminian) ſpeaks more truly, in his preface to this 


epiſtle, page 2. where he ſays, that there is no ground 
to believe that this epiſtle was wrote upon any parti- 
cular occaſion.— But where runs he into the Antino- 
mian plan? you ſay generally; if ſo, it would be 
eaſy to ſhew ſome particulars. I am far from favour- 


ing Antinomianiſm, and ſhall not deny that it is the 


worſt of all miſtakes. But Sir, you muſt allow me 
to tell you (fince I have nothing here to do, till you 
ſhow more particular evidence) that it is too general- 
ly obſervable, that Arminians in principle, are com- 
monly Antinomians in practice; for it is undeniably 
evident, that at all times when Arminian doctrine 
prevailed here in Scotland, viz. about 1624, a few years 
after the ſynod of Dort, where it was condemned, it 
began to be publicly vented and pled for by the biſhops 
and their followers, till the year 1638. when Prelacy 


was caſt out, and it along with it, until 1661, when 


Prelacy and Arminianiſm came in again: And at 


both theſe times, profanity and licentiouſneſs of all 


forts attended it, as the ſhadow doth the body: and 
fince the Revolution, altho' there was part of that 


* 
appeared very publicly, till little more then forty or 
fifty years ago; ſince which time it has grown fa faſt, 
and ſpread fo far, that almoſt the whole lump ſeems 
to be leavened with it: and altho' it hath been at dif- 
ferent times, metamorphoſed into different ſhapes, 
and aſſumed different features, and been cloathed in 
various dreſſes, yet ſubſtanrially it is one and the ſame. 
And now, let an appeal be made to any ſober and 


thinking perſon, who is advanced in years; if ungod- 


lineſs and licentiouſneſs of all forts, has not fince that 
time made prodigious advances; and if in every place 
where ſuch doctrine hath been moſt and longeſt 
taught and received, there have not alſo been the 
greateſt overflow of a deluge of impiety and unhoh- 
neſs. And alcho' you here charge the pure doctrine 
of the goſpel of the grace of God, as being a dottrine 
that tends to licentiouſneſs; yet we know aſſuredly, 
that it had an epiſtle of commendation upon the 
hearts of many of the hearers, which might have been 
known and read of all men, in turning them from 
darkneſs to light, and from the power of Satan to God; 
whereas you might ſee that all your exhortations to vir- 


tue, and dehortations from vice, only upon moral or le- 


gal motives, appear to be blaſted and ineffectual. And 
no Wonder, tho? the Lord in his holy and righteous 
judgment in an holy and permiſſive way, ſuffer that 
corruption which is in all men by nature, to break o- 
ver all its banks, to ſhew his diſpleaſure, by blaſting 
ſuch doctrine as tends natively to exalt proud man's 
free will in his election, juſtification, continuance in 
that ſtate, and admiſſion to glory; and conſequenti- 
ally, at leaſt, to debaſe in ſo far the ſovereign free- 
dom of the free grace of God. I come now to,your 
 $th miſtake, where you ſay. He almoſt always 
«£ ſubſtitutes the terms of admiſſion into the Chriſtian 
“ covenant at that time, for the terms of acceptance 


* to ſalvation under the goſpel, and within the pale 


* of the Chriſtian church; and thus makes the apof- 
& tle to contradict himſelf, chap. iii. 28. and vi. 22. 


Truly, 


( 14 ) ” 
Truly, Sir, if you had remembered that the Re- 
mans to whom the apoſtle is writing, conſiſted part- 
ly of Jews and partly of Gentiles, and were already 
a church, as is clear from the above quoted, Rom. I. 
7,8. and therefore were admitted into the Chriſtian co- 
venant, and within the pale of the Chriſtian church al- 
ready: you might have ſuppoſed that it would have been 
impertinent for the apoſtle to ſpend ſo many chapters 
teaching them how they ſhall be admitted into a viſible 
church ſtate only, I grant that a profeſſion of faith 
and obedience alſo, both then was, and yet is neceſ- 
fary for this end, (and I wiſh you and your brethren 
were more circumſpect in this) but a temporary or 
hiſtorical faith, will procure admiſſion into the viſible 
church, tho? both are ſpecifically different from true, 
ſaving or juſtifying faith, (as may be ſeen in the pa- 
rable of the ſower) which is peculiar to the elect, and | 
worketh by love, purifying the heart; and which na- * 
tively and neceſſarily produceth ſanctification, by 
drawing life and ſap from Jeſus Chriſt the true vine, 
for bringing forth the fruits of holineſs. As for your 
| charge againſt Mr Brown, that © he almoſt always 
 * ſubſtitutes faith, for the terms of acceptance to 
1 
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4 ſalvation under the goſpel.” -I own he doth fo, 
5 and fo doth Chriit himſelf, John vi. 47. FYerily, veri- 
L dy, I fay unto you, he that believeth on me hath ever- 
 daflirg life; and in Jobn iii. 15, 16. and chap. vi. 29, 40. 
and chap. ii. 25, 26. and xvii. 3. and his harbinger John 
| Baptiſt doth the ſame, John iii, 36. and alſo, his a- 
= ſtles in their ſermons and epiſtles in many places; 
| and the whole body of orthodox writers make faith 
to be the only terms, mean or inſtrument, through 
or by which, union with and an intereſt in Chriſt and 
the new covenant can be attained ; and that the righ- 
teouſneſs of Chriſt, or his obedience and ſatisfaction, 
is he only meritorious cauſe, purchaſing and procur- | 
ing acceptance with God and admiſſion into a ſtate of | 
| grace, and alſo into the ſtate of glory: Now. if faith 
| be not the terms of acceptance to falvation under the 
=_ goſpel, aud within the pale of the Chriſtian church, 
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then it muſt be their own good works of righteouſneſs, 


which they have done, contrary to 271m. i. 19. and 


Titus iii. 5, 6, 7. Not by works of righteouſneſs which 
we have done, but according to his mercy he ſaved us, 


by the waſhing of regeneration, and the renewing of the 
Holy Ghoſt, which he ſhed on us abundantly, through 
Jeſus Chriſt our Saviour .,—-W hich is of eternal verity, 
and will {till hold true of, and be applicable to all 
the redeemed both on earth and in heaven. And if 
the terms of their acceptance to falyation, be their 


own good works, either legal or evangelical; then 


believers in Chriſt muſt only by faith be admitted into 
a poſſibility of being ſaved, upon condition that they 
perform theſe terms; and ſo the new covenant ſhall 
be only a new edition of the old covenant of works, 
with a little abatement of its rigour. This, I know, 
is the path-way wherein Arminians run *. 

But according to Mr Brown's doctrine, whoſoever 


are united to Chriſt by faith, are alſo accepted in 


him, being cloathed with his righteouſneſs, and made 
partakers of his Spirit, and thereby made more and 


more conformable to his likeneſs, both in his death 


and reſurrection: and this he doth (not almoſt, but) 


always, without contradicting either himſelf or the + 
apoſtle, or making the apoſtle to contradict himſelf, 


(as you falſely aſſert,) but he clearly through all big 
commentary, diſtinguiſheth betwixt ann, 
| - .. anne 
* If I ſhould lean to my free will 
or ſtrength, I could not ſtand; 
Oft had I periſh'd, if my life 
had lien in mine own hand. 


J wonder not that ſuch as lean 
to their works, will, or ſtrength, 
Fit others fe, and make themſelves 

apoſtatize at length. 


> ; For ſuch do not deny themſelves, | 
and ſo, not follow thee. --- | 


How ſhall ſach ſouls not perſevere, 
and ſo be ſav'd at length; | 
Whom thou doſt empty of their own, 
apd fill'ft with thy treſh ſtrength. © 
Dickſon's True Chriſtian Love. 
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fanctiſication; and ſhews, that by the firſt, a ſiſinci 
is freely abſolved from the guilt of tin, and accepted 
as righteous in the fight of God, for and through, the 
obedience and fſaiisfattion of Jeſus Chriſt alone. And 
by the laſt, viz. ſanctification, the believer is renewed 
in the whole man, after the image of God, and ena- 
bled by his Spirit to make uſe of Chriſt by faith, for 


mtortifying fin, and for grace and ſtrength to walk in 


newneſs of life; and by renewed or repeated acts of 
faith and repentance, they receive renewed remiffions, 
until they are admitted into glory, upon the ſame 
terms upon which they were admitted into a ſtate of 
favour and friendſhip withGod,viz; only of free grace, 
through the perfect obedience and ſatis faction of Je- 
ſus Chriſt imputed to them, and laid hold off, and 
reſted upon by faith; and at the ſame time he wiſely 
and warily guardeth his reader againſt Antinomian 
and Libertine errors, by ſhewing the neceffity of the 
ſtudy of holineſs, and of confefling and profeſſing the 


faith of Chriſt, by word and deed, ere they can at- 


tain to the end of their faith, the ſalvation of their 
ſoul ; and after the cxample of the apoſtle Peter, 
2 Pet. i. 5, to verſe 10. he frequently and earneſtly 


exhorteth to holineſs, and to add to faith virtue, and 


to virtue knowledge, and to knowledge temperance, and 
to temporance patience, and to patience godlineſs, and 
zo godlineſs brotherly kindneſs, and to brotherly kindneſs 


* charity :—and to abound in theſe, —that ſo they ſhould 
not be barren and unſruitful :—that they ſhould the 


rather give all diligence to make their calling and electi- 
en /ure, —and that fo, an entrance ſhould be miniſtered 
unto them abundantly, into the everlaſting kingaom of 
aur Lord and Saviour Fej/us Chrift, (And what he 
taught to others, he was emin* atly exemplary in, as 
is atteſted by theſe who were acquainted with him,) 
and in all this he fully agrees with the Confeſſion of 
Faith, ſee chap. xi. © 1. chap. xiii, @ 1. chap. xiv.42. 
chap. xvi. 16. . | 
6th/y, In your ſixth miſtake, you come on very 
briſkly, and ſay, In his explication of the vii. chap- | 
: Sep 


„ 
t ter, he forgets the thread of the apoſtles reaſoning, 
* and follows the admirers of Auguſtine the monk. 
Not ſo faſt, Sir, if you pleaſe; for judicious and or- 
thodox readers will ſee that he follows the thread of 
the apoſtle's reaſoning very accurately; and whereas 
vou ſpeak ſo opprobriouſly and diſdainfully of Mr 
Brown, and Auguſtine alſo, and call him the Monk; 
P11 tell you, Sir, Augnſtine wrote ſeveral books of 
confeſſions and retractions; I with you would do the 
like, and then we ſhould not call you S T the 
Arminian, nor Sceptic neither. It would not be 


very handſome, when naming Paul, to call him Paul 


the Perſecutor. It is known, that Auguſtine was a- 
mong the beſt and greateſt writers of his time, and 
a great oppoſer of Pelagius the grandfather of Armi- 

nians, (perhaps this is the ground of your prejudice) 
and is by them falſely aſſerted to be the firſt founder 
of the Calviniſt ſyſtem; whereas Mr Brown in his 
book upon juſtification ſhews the contrary. But I 
underſtand, that you are diſpleaſed with his large and 
judicious arguing againſt your friends the Pelagians, 
Socinians and Arminians, upon the 14 verſe; where 
he proves by many ſtrong arguments, that the apoſtle 
doth perfonate neither unconverted Jew nor Gentile, 
but that as he had ſhewed in the former verſes, the ſtate 
he was in while unregenerate ; ſo he doth in the fol- 
lowing part of the chapter, ſhew the ſore battle betwixt 
the renewed part in him, and the unrenewed part 
betwixt fin and grace, even when he was now in a 
regenerate ſtate: and in his explication and doctrinal 
obſervations deduced therefrom, he very clearly ſhews 
the ſpiritual warfare, that all the ſaints, while in a 
militant ſtate, muſt maintain and undergo, ſome more, 


ſome leſs; and whatever you think, I can confident - 


ly appeal to the experience of all who have ever got 4 
view of the large extent and ſpiritual meaning of the 


holy law of God, as reaching the moſt inward 


thoughts, deſires and inclinations of the heart; as 
the apoſtle ſaw it, verſes 7, 9,13. and of all who 


have ever had a diſcovery of the ſinfuineſs of fin, = 
the 


far, better than the new, which you find in Photius, . 
2 4 


( 0-1 
the light of that holy law, and of the deſperate wic- 


kedneſs and deceit of their own hearts; and in a word, 


of all who are ſeriouſly engaged in watching over, 


and contending againſt their ſpiritual enemies: I ſay, 


I appeal to all ſuch, and only to ſuch, if Mr Brown 
does not ſpeak according to their experience, both in 
his explication and practical obſervations. And 
whereas you ſay, He pays no regard to the explica- 
tions of the orthodox, and others of the church, 
& for the firſt 400 years after Chriſt.” ] ſhall not 
enquire 'curiouſly who you mean by the orthodox, 
or whom you mean by theſe others of the church, as 
IT am unacquainted with thoſe gentlemen ; it ſatifies 
me if | find an inſpired writer ſpeaking ſo plainly, 
both here, and Gal. v. 17. and all the orthodox (I 


mean Calviniſt) divines of this, and other reformed 


churches, who have wrote this 200 years expounding 
it ſo; who were inferior to none of theſe who lived 
13 or 1400 ago; and I think it ſhould ſatisfy you allo, 
as your ſubſcribed confeſſion brings always this ſame 
place of ſcripture for a proof of theſe ſame points, 
which Mr Brown draws from it, See in particular, 
chap. ix. J 5. chap. xiii. J 2, 3. You ſay, Io this 
© he agrees with all the Popiſh commentators.” I 
confeſs, I never read one of them, and therefore, 
know not how they expound it. I ſuppoſe, they are 
all in Latin which I underſtand not; and you muſt 


_ even allow me to doubt if this be ſo, fince I know 


that they hold that ſome of their ſaints can yield per- 


fect obedience to the law, yea and ſupererogate ; but 
- as this appears to be ſaid at random, it is not to be 


wondered at, altho' it do not directly hit the truth; 
and tho it ſhould, truth is ſtill truth, though it be 


in a Papiſt's mouth :—You add, To this may be ap- 


“ plied Luke v. 33.” Yea, Sir, but an error wil lne- 


ver become a truth through age. But as I eſteem the + 


ſcripture above all human writers, ſo, if you will al- 
low the writings of the prophets and apoſtles to be 
the old wine; I cheerfully own, that it is far, very 


6 


Origen, Theophylact, Theodoret, and Oecnmenius, 
as quoted by Dr Whitby; yea, I think, that your 


new wine is but water, And J ſuppoſe, the ground 


of your miſtake is, that you do not advert to this, 
that as the more clearly the light ſhines into the-houſe, 


the more the duſt, atoms and filth are ſeen; ſo the 


more of the true light of the knowledge of God ſhines 
into the heart, and the greater meaſure of ſanctifica- 
tion and nearneſs to God that is attained in this life, 
the more will ſuch ſee of their own ſinfulneſs and vile- 


neſs, and the more will they loath themſelves, as holy 


David in many places of the pſalms, particularly P/al. 
XXV. I 1. XXXviii. 5,9, 17, 18. xl. 12. cxxx. 3- xm 
and count their own righteouſneſs to be but as filthy 
rags, with Iſaiah, chap. Ixiv. 6,7. and the further they 
will be from expecting either juſtification, continuance 


in that ſtate, or an entrance into glory, upon account 


of their own obedience, whether legal or evangelical ; 
and the more will they ſee their obligations ta the free 
2 of God in Jeſus Chriſt for all; for inſtance, 
hear holy Iſaiah, chap. vi. 5. ſaying, W's me, for I 
am undone, becauſe 1 am a man of unclean lips: For 
mine eyes have ſeen the King, the Lord of Hoſts. And 
Job, chap. xlii. 5, 6. ſays, But now mine eyes baue 
ſeen thee ; wherefore 1 abhor my/elf, and repent in duſt 
and aſhes. And chap. ix. 2, 3, And that holy man, 
Paul ſays, that touching the righteouſneſs which is in 
the law, he was blameleſs; Phil. iii. 7, 8, g. But what 
things were gain to me, thoſe I counted loſs for Chriſt 5 
yea, aoubtleſs, and I count all things but loſs, for the ex- 
cellency of the knowledge of Chriſt Jeſus my Lord; for 
whom I have ſuffered the loſs of all things, and do count 
them but, dung, that I may win Chrift, and.be found in 
him, not having mine own righteouſneſs, which is of the 
law, but that which is through the faith of Chriſt, the 
righteouſneſs which is of God by faith. And this vii. 
chapter to the Romans is a pregnant evidence, (what- 
ever you ſay to the contrary) that he had a more clear 
diſcovery of fin in himſelf, and more wreſtling againſt 
it, and more groaning under it, than moſt of che ſaints 
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we read of in ſcripture.” See alſo, 1 Tim. i 15. 
1 John i. 8. 9, 10, But let a proud ſclf- conceited, 
ſelf-righteous Pharifee boaſt himſelf ever ſo much of 
his negative holineſs, faſting, and alms; he is fer 


from holineſs, and as from ſalvation : I ſay not this, 


as if holineſs and obedience to the laws of God were 
of no avail; for it is of ſuch abſolute neceſſity, that 
without it, none ſball ſee the Lord; and whoever make 
it not their chiefeſt ſtudy to glorify God, by a holy 
converſation, it is evident, that they were never unit- 
ed to Chriſt by faith; were never juſtified, and are 
not partakers of the ſaving operations of his Spirit: 
for to whom he is made wi/dom and righteouſneſs, he 
is alſo made ſanctiication and redemption. | 

thy, In your ſeventh miſtake you ſay, He makes 
no diſtinction betwixt the purpoſe or predeſtination 
4 of God, to call the Gentiles into the Chriſtian 


„ church, and their actual election at their acceptance 


* of the call, ſtiled the election of grace, in oppo- 
5c ſition to the old election of the Iſraelites, who were 
c choſen and beloved for their father's ſake.” Sir, 
I am jealous you have not read the book, at leaſt 
with proper attention, which brings to my mind what” 


the kingly preacher ſays, He that anſwereth a matter 


before he hear it, it is felly and ſhame to him. If you 


read him upon chap. xi. 16, and forward, you may 


ſee him make a clear diſtinftion betwixt the Lord's 
chooſing ſome nations, and not others, wherein he 
fets up a church and ordinances, to be viſible churches; 
and his chooſing particular perſons to everlaſting life, 
and not others who enjoy the ſame external privileges. 
But I do not think that he either knew or acknow- 
ledged what you call actual election, neither doth the 
ſcriptures of the Old or New Teſtament, or our Con- 
feſhon of Faith know it; perhaps, it is a rag or relict 
of old Pelagius's. But according to Mr Brown, e- 
lection of grace, or free and gracious election, is of 
a much older date, even as old as eternity itſelf: For 
he holds that there is none of the Lord's purpoſes or 
decrees: have had a beginning within time, and there · 
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fore, that they will never be revoked or recalled, but 
will ſtand unchangeably, having no other cauſe but the 
good pleaſure of his will. And in this he perfectly agrees 
with the Confeſſion; ſee chap. iii. throughout, and 
chap. xxv. J. 2. But here, that you may agree with 
the Arminians, in denying particular election of par- 
ticular perſons, you run into a greater miſtake than 
Dr Whitby himſelf upon chap. xi. 28. for by the 
| ſcope of the apoſtle, ir evidently appears, that by the 
remnant according to the election of grace, is meant a 
remnant among the Jews, who being cholen and or- 
dained to everlaſting life, believed ; and is not ſpo- 
ken of the Gentiles, (as you here ſay) elſe you would 
make the inſpired” apoſtle himſelf, to forget the ob- 
jection to which he is there anſwering. You fay, - 
That it is ffiled the election of grace, in oppofition 
„ to the old election of the Iſraelites, who were cho- 
„ ſen and beloved for their fathers fakes.” This 
ſeems to infinuate that the old election of the Iſrael- 
ites was not of grace, (fo the words 'in oppeſition will 
import) contrary to Deut. vii. 6, 8. Here you moſtly 
make uſe of the words of the apoſtle, chap. xi. 28. 
but wrong his ſenſe, who is there treating of the fu- 
ture calling of the Jews, and ſays they are beloved for 
the fathers ſake, viz. for the ſake of the covenant made 
with their anceſtors, according to Lev. xxvi. 42, 45. 
as the Dutch annotators and Mr Brown have ſhewn. 

Bur as this appears to be an introduction to your 
next; I come to your eight miſtake, and a great miſtake 
it is, if it be indeed one. „ 

Styly, © Therefore (you ſay) he applies to indivi- 
* duals, what is deſigned by the apoſtle of large bodies 
“and focieries of men, chap. viii. 29. and chapters 
* . . and x1. Sir, I truly think it is a great pity. 
that you did not read him with more attention, be- 
fore you had told us how he applies theſe chapters : 
for part of the ix. the x. generally, and eſpecially the 
xi.- chapter, treats of the rejection of the Jews, apd 
the calling of the Gentiles, and the re-inchurching a- 
gain of the Jews; and is by him ſo expounded and 

ap- 
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1 
applied, as any reader may ſee; but that the vii. 
chap. ver. 29, 30, — &c. is applicable to individuals, 
I know of none who deny it, except Pelagians, Ar- 
minians, Socinians, and their fraternity. Andin the 
ix. chapter, upon the 10, 11, 12, 13. verſes, he gives 
a good number of more ſtrong and irrefragable ar- 
guments, than you will be able to anſwer in haſte, to 
prove that the apoſtle is there treating of particular e- 
lection. But Sir, I ſee that you have a good will to 
overthrow eternal election of particular perſons, and 


if you can pervert, and explain away the native ſenſe 


of the apoſile's reaſoning in this place, you will give 
a great evidence that you will make a ſhift to do it in 
other places alſo; ſince this purpoſe i is more largely 
and fully treated of here, than in any other place of 
ſcripture : and, if you can overthrow eternal predeſti- 
nation of particular perſons, the other four links of 
Arminian doctrine will neceſſarily follow; for if there 
be no particular election, what ſhall make a difference 
betwixt one man and another, but Lord Freewill? 
and if it be of freewill, then efficacious grace muſt be 
denied, and univerſal or conditional redemption muſt 
be aſſerted, and alſo the ſaints falling from grace; — 
which you have pretty plainly in your next: where 
we ſee, that juſtification with you, is only the remiſ- 
fion of paſt fins, and being received into the church 
and covenant of God upon the goſpel plan: — And 
ſo the new covenant is only a new edition of the old 
covenant of works . But now, if theſe things 2 
O. 
* Now, who ſay that thy elect ones, 3 

for all this, periſh may; 


And that thy ſaints of purpoſe call d, 
from thee may fall away. 


And looſes us from building on 

the ſtrength of thy right hand; 
They draw from building on the rock, 
and bid us build on ſand. 


They ſay, Peter and Judas are 
alike belov'd of thee, 

And that they both for = recely d 
alike beholden be. 


t 23 1 


ſo, it cannot be ſaid, that the everlafting covenant ts 


well ordered in all things and ſure, 2 Sam. xxiii, nor 
that the Lord's covenant ſhall ſtand faſt, Pſal n lxxxix. 
28—34 nor ſhall that hold true, that he that beltev- 
eth on the Son, hath everlaſting life, and ſhall not come 
into condemnation, John iii. 36. nor ſhall it be a truth, 
that all that the Father giveth to Chriſt ſhall come to 
him, and he that cometh, he will in no wiſe caſt out, 
John vi. 379—40. nor can it be faid, Not by works of 


righteouſneſs which we have done, but according to his 


mercy he ſaved us, Tit. iii. 5. nor that the foundation 
of God ftandeth ſure, having this ſeal, The Lord knows- 
eth them that are his, 2 Tim. ii. 19. All theſe, and 
many more, are the abſurd conſequences of this plan; 
and directly repugnant, not only to the 17th _— 
wg | 5 
As Judas, for his periſhing, 
may wyte the love of pelf; 
So Peter, his free-will for life, 
may praiſe and thank himſelf.---- 


They ſay, thou chooſes ſome to-day 
and caſts them off the morn: 

They make thee like vain men to be, 
and do thy counſel ſcorn.------- 


Thy word, thy oath, thy covenant, 
they make no certainty ; | 
Fiaith's anchor they make drive, they ſpeak 
in ſubſtance blaſphemy. 


They make the merchant nothing wiſe, 
and very ſhort of thought, 
Who pay'd the price, and was not ſure 
to have what thou had bought, 
Yea, ſo unwiſe, as for thy ſheep, 
thine-own life not to ſpare; | 
Whom thou may loſe, tho' ſo dear bought: 
ſuch fooliſh blocks are rare. | 
O wicked thought, be far from me; 
I know thy love doth laſt; 
And whom of purpoſe thou doſt call, 
thy grace doth hold them faſt. 
Whom thou doſt love, for them thou dy'd; 
8 for whom thou dy'd, they live; LO 
Thy love, thy ranſoming, and heav'n 
all jointly thou doſt give. 


; 
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of the church of England, the old Scots or Geneyp- | 
Confeſſion, the PalatineCatechiſm, Calvin's Catechiſm, 
our own excellent Catechiſm, with Flavel's, Allein? s, 
and Vincent's explications, and all the Calviniſt di- 
vines at home and abroad (which I do not wonder at, 
_ ſccing they are ſuch as you call admirers of Auguſtine, 
[ the Monk.) But it is furprizing to ſee you quarrel 


_ 
1 . 


; ling Mr Brown for applying and explaining this place 
= of ſcripture the fame way, and drawing the ſame doc- 
ö | trines from it, which your. own ſubſcribed Confeflion 


ſo often and fo clearly aflert, and prove thereby. 
Need I quote the places? I can ſcarce think it, there 
ere ſo many; yet I ſhall quote a few. See chap. ili. 
= throughout, chap. x. © 1, 4. chap. xi. J 3, 4. chap. 
= xvii. 1, 2, 3. By all which it is evident that you 
are giving a home-thruſt at your own confeſſion, un- 
| der the maſk of Mr Brown's cloak, as in your next, 
you do at our Engliſh Bible. 
othly, You ſay, he takes no notice that the word 
tranſlated © Righteouſneſs and juſtification, in the 
* original is the ſame, and therefore leads the Engliſh 
reader into a groſs miitake through the iid, ivth, 
and vth chapters. — Strange, Sir! and doth our bi- 
5 ble lead us into a groſs miſtake! and that in a point ſo 
' material? yea, and all other tranſlations that have yet 
{ been inEngliſh; Tindal's and Coverdale's tranſlation, 
Beza's and the Dutch tranſlations, agree in this with 
our own. Sir, I cannot pretend {kill in the Greek 
tongue, therefore, perhaps you'll laugh, or be of- 
fended, if I, a poor weak, ignorant, untearned 
weaver, who never had priviledge to be at any ſchool 
ſhall meddle with this: but yet I have ſeen Mr Brown's 
book upon juſtification where he takes notice of this, 
and ſhows that the word cuz in its native ſignifica- 
tion is Jus, Right, law: yea your own Dr Whitby 
frequently owns as much; altho' he teaches you to 
read it juſtification, that he may with more facillity 
enable you to deny juſtification to be by the imputa- 
tion of the righteouſneſs of Chriſt. But as Mr. Brown 
hath ſhewed in the foreſaid book, this will ſerve you 
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in little ſtead: (I have not time to wanſcribe, but you . | 


may eaſily procure the book itſelf) where with great 
perſpicuity and ſtrength of argument from ſcripture 


he ſhews; that juſtification is not the ſame with righte- 


ouſneſs, nor yet with pardon of fin, but ſuppoſes both; 
as the inviolable juſtice oF the law, and our ſinful, 


-wretched, and miſerable condition required both a 
ſatisfaction for our ſins, and a righteouſneſs imputed. 
to us, who had none of our own; before we could be 


juſtified in the fight of a holy God, whoſe judgment is 


always according to truth, and ill acquit and juſtify 


no man till the S, the right and demand of the law 
be fullled or fatisfied—will account none righteous 
who are not truly ſo, either inherently, or by impu- 


i . * N « „ 
tion; the firſt no meer man ever was, therefore it muſt 


be by impuration ; ſo that the obedience and ſatisfac- 


tion of Chriſt as the meritorious cauſe; and faith as an 
inſtrament laying hold thereon for remiſſion of fin, 
altho' diſtinct things from juffification, yet are inſepa- 


rable from it; and here your ſeparating the building 
from the foundation I fear ſhall make your ſuperſtruc- 
ture to be without a foundation, or upon a ſandy one. 

But you tell us, In fact it was juſtification itſelf, 


„which conſiſted in the remiſſion of their paſt ſins, 


* and their being received into the church and covenant 


of God, upon the goſpel plan.” Sir, what your plan 


is, I cannot directly ſay; I know Arminians ſeldom 
agree in every point of their plan; but Dr Whitby's 
plan (who J obſerve you often follow) is, that there 
is no imputation of Adam's firſt fin to his poſterity, only 
they are thereby ſubjected to temporal death, made 


mortal;-and noimputation of the rightequſneſs of Chriſt - 


neither;— that there is an indefinite conditional e- 
lection of whoſoever believes ;—that Chriſt died in- 
definitely for all ſuch as ſball believe;—that this faith 


s nothing elle but a firm aſſent to this truth, that Je- 


ſus Chriſt is the ſon of God, — the Saviour of ſinners + 


that this act of faith itſelf, and not its object, is im- 


puted for righteouſneſs ;—that whoever have this 
taith are juſtified, that is, obtain the pardon of their 


D. „ paſt 
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paſt ſins; — and if they continue in this faith, and o- 
bey the precepis of the goſpel, they will be finally juſ- 
tified at death; and if not, they will fall from their 
juſtified ſtate into condemnation.— Now, ſo far as 
I can underſtand, this is your plan, or at leaſt near 
it; (and if you break his thread, Pm jealous you ſhall 


make worſe work than he) as alſo, of your other fa- 


vourite authors Biſhop Hoadly, Dr Clark, &c. 
and how inconſiſtent this plan is with, and repug- 
naat unto, the true method of grace, and the whole 
frame and contexture of the everlaſting.covenant, any 
who are not blinded by a ſpirit of error, may ſee from 

theſe ſcriptures; Iſa. liii. 10, 11. Iſa. liv. 10. Iſa. lix. 
21. Jer. xxiv. 7. XXX. 22. XXX1. 33 Xxxii. 38, 3, 
40. Ezek. xi. 19, 20. xxxvi. 26, 27, 31, 32. John i. 
12, 13. iii. 14, 15, 16,.—36. vi. 37.— 44. x. 9, 26, 
27, 28, 29. Eph. i. 4, 6, 11, 12, 13, 14. ii. 1, 2, 3, 8, 9. 
Heb. viii. to, and many more. And as this plan is 
contrary to ſcripture, ſo alſo it hath been fully refuted 


by a great number of orthodox divines; I ſhall name 


a few, viz. Meſſrs Dickſon, Durham, Rutherford, 
Gilleſpie, Brown, Binning, Nevay, Flavel, Owen, Ball, 
Bulkley. Burges, &c. I know you will readily fay, 
thar all theſe were followers of Auguſtine the Monk, 
and I ſhall not deny it, as it was impoſſible for them 
to go before him, who lived more than a thouſand 
Fears after him; and how contrary it is totheConfeſhon 
of Faith, may be ſeen by the places already quoted in 
the iii, vi. viii. x. xi. xiii. xiv. xvi, and xvii. chapters. 
You add, There is only one exception from 
© this, chap. v. 18,—where the antitheſis determines 
the ſenſe”. But Sir, I think it is owing to your per- 
verting the ſenſe that the ſcope of the apoſtle doth 
not as evidently determine the ſenſe in other places 
alſo. Learned Dr Whitby finds more exceptions, viz. 
chap. i. 17. and ix. 30. in both which places he grants, 
that Amar bn ©: fipnifies the righteouſneſs of God, 
or according to him, the righteouſneſs of faith (which 
is really the ſame, for true faith knoweth no other 
righteouſneſs in order to juſtification but 2 
| chap. 


„ 


chap. iii. 26. he owns the ſame and chap, ii. 26. he 
faith that #aiduale 73 vo is righteouſneſs or ordinances 
of the law—that the word #a:3ue!s is uſed ſometimes 
for the divine judoments, which being always done 
in equity, and according to the deſerts of men, are 
fitly called na13ualz, or righteous judgments ;—and 
ſometimes the moral precepts of the law, as when the 
apoſtle ſaith, To Jiu, TH vorry, the righteouſneſs of the 
lau. By which confeſſion from an adverſary, I ſee 
the truth of what Mr. Brown ſaith ; and that if it were 
not to ſhut out the imputed righteouſneſs of Chriſt | 
from being the cauſe of juſtification, you would not ü 
have loaded the learned tranſlators with leading the 
Engliſh reader into a groſs miſtake. And, Sir, I muſt 
tell you, that your ordinary quarreling of our Engliſh 
bible is not good; it being a ready way to create in 
your unlearned auditors, a miſregard and ſuſpicion of 
every part of it; whereas the divinely inſpired apoſtle 
when quoting ſcripture, generally follows the ſeptua- 
gint verſion, even when not fully coreſponding with the 
Hebrew, leſt he ſhould cauſe them to ſtumble who had 
no other verſion: and if he who was infallibly guided 
in the right underſtanding of both languages did ſo, WM 
much more ought you who can pretend no ſuch thing. 
10thly, (you ſay) ** Upon account of all which mil- WM 
© takes he raiſes obſervations from many paſſages which 
are quite foreign to the apoſtle's meaning.” Truly, Sir, 
if all the former and the next, be miſtakes or errors, 
(as they muſt be, if real, altho' you are pleaſed to call 
them by the ſoft name of miſtakes) I cannot ſee how 
any of them can be agreeable to the apoſtle's meaning, 
as his doctrinal obſervations are evidently drawn from 
the text according to his explication thereof, except it 
be, as you ſay, only by accident, that is, beſide his deſign. 
But you add, And in ſome places ſcarcely conſiſtent 
* with the faith and doctrines of the goſpel once des» 
_ © livered to the ſaints.” If you had ſaid, not at all con- 
ſiſtent with the faith and doctrines once delivered by 
Pelagius, Arminius, and their fraternity, ſuch as 
- biſhop Hoadly, Dr Clark, Moſs, and the authors of 


the 
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'thel late lluſtration, you would have ſaid truth. But, 
Sir, let me ſeriouſly aſk you, Are they not conſiſt - 
ent with, and fully apreeable to the faith and doctrines 


of the goſpel, briefly juo:med up in your Confeſſion of 
Faith, (I would ſay the Catechiſms alſo, altho' I have 
not referred to them, leſt you- ſhould refuſe them, 
as not having ſubſcrived them) and if Mr, Brown's ex- 
poſition, and doctripal obſervations both, be not a- 
greeable to the Confeſſion; ; I wiſh you had, or would 


pet, if you can, how wherein he aides, And if 
be fully agrees with it in all the points wherein you con- 


demn bim, (as it is evident he doth) I pray you how - 
could you {ſubſcribe if yourſelf, or how can you require 


others to ſubſcribe it? and how can you take parents 


engaged to educate their children according to it, wich- 


out groſs diſſimulation and prevaricating equiyocation? 


or how could you conſent to the late act of your ſynod 
at Air againſt diſſimulation in ſubſcribing it? Let me 
tell you, Sir, it is commonly reported your conduct at 
Air was not good; and I muſt ſay, the whole affair was 
conducted more by the rules of carnal policy, in favour 


of error and falſe teachers, than bythe rules Chriſt bath 


laid down in his word for purging out both; and as Mr 
Ferguſſon was not ſo much as brought to a legal trial, 
more tenderneſs and reſpe& was ſhown to him than 
to Chriſt, the truth of the goſpel, and ſalvation of ſouls. 
In your. rith and laſt great miſtake, which compre- 
hends all the ſormer, you ſay In ſhort, the whole 
«© commentary is not 3 the original plan of the 
« poſpel, as preached by St. Paul to the Gentiles.” 


Sir, have told you already that the Romans to whom 


Paul is writing, conſiſted partly of Jews and partly of 
Gentiles ; ; although it is evident from chap. i. 13. and 


| Xi. 13. that the greateſt part of them were Gentiles : 


ſo that I ſee not how you can evite charging a fault 
upon the apoſtle himſelf, for writing this epiſtle upon 


ſuch a plan to them; if indeed he preached and wrote 


upon one plan to the Jews, and upon another to the 


Gentiles; which is yet unproven, and I believe ever 


will; fince he himſelf lays, Acts xx. 21, that he 1 
| xe {- 
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reft fed both to the Jews and Greeks, reperitance #03 
* ward God, and faith toward our Lord Jeſus Chriſt. 


See alſo Acts xxvi. 20. Rom. ii. 29, 30. 1 Cor. i. 23; 24. 
Gal. ii. 28. I conclude therefore, that as both Jews 


and Gentiles were under fin, and obnoxious to wrath; 
ſo the apofile preached one zoſpel, one way of juſtiGcas | 


tion, and the abſolute neceſſity of holineſs to both Jews 


and Gentiles; and except you can prove that the apoſtle 
preached and wrote upon one plan to the Jews, and up- 


on another tothe Gentiles, you here charge Mr Brown 


with teaching a falſe goſpel, another goſpel than the 
apoſtle Paul taught, and conſequently, that not only 
he, but the compilers of the Confeſſion of Faith, and - 


the whole body of our former worthy orthodox divines 
(with whom he fully agrees) muſt have come under 
that awful anathema, Gal. i. 6, 7, 8. which that you 
may the better judge whether it be moſt applicable to 
them, or to yourſelf, I ſhall tranſcribe a little of what 
the Dutch annotators fay upon the place ; ver. 6. Unto 
another goſpel, [that is, unto another doctrine of ſal- 
vation; which the ſeducers indeed call the goſpel, but 
1s not the right goſpel, and differs far from that which 


we have preached unto you.] Ver.7. But there are ſome 


who trouble you, and would pervert the goſpel of Chrift, 
[that is, falſify it, make it vain or of none effect; name> 
ly ſome, who from the ſect of the phariſees having be- 
taken themſelves to the Chriſtian religion, ſought to 
mingle the law with the goſpel, and the righteouſneſs 
of works with the righteouſneſs of faith.) Ver. 8. But 
the? we, or an angel cut of heaven ſbouli preach any other 
: goſpel unto you, than that ye have received, [i. e. not on · 
ly contrary to the ſame, but alſo, chat. add any thing 
to it beſide that which we have preached; which the 


falſe apoſtles did, teaching that men are not juſtified by 


faith alone, but alſo by the works of the law, I let him 


be accurſed, Greek anathema, I pray you Sir, take heed 


to this, and look back to your iſt and 5th miſtakes. 
Lou ſay that Paul received his commiſſion in the in- 


tereſt of the Gentiles, and warmly eſpouſes their cauſe. 


—True; ; and it is likewiſe true he received his — . 
on 


| 
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Bon to the Jews alſo, as appears by Afr ix. 15. xxvi. 17, 


20. and he as warmly ſought their ſalvation, Rom. ix. 
1, 2, 3. and in every place to which he went, where 
Jews were, he preached the goſpel firit ro them, Acts 
Xill. 5, 14, 46. Xiv, 1. xvii. 2, 10. and xxvi. 20. : 

You next ſet down a number of large quotations of 
ſcripture in the place where proof, ſhould be, but I 
_ Know no: to what purpoſe ; I think it is a great dif- 
ficulty to know what it is you would prove by them, 
ſo that one would almoſt be tempted to think that you 


have done it at random, without reading the contents, 


Ppatticharly Gal. iii. 14—29, (which tho? a large quo- 
tation you begin at the middle of a fentence) the 
ſcoge whole chapter being a ſtrong and clear 
con fin of tae doctrine you have been here op- 
poſing, rally verſes 10, 11, 12, 13, 21, 22, 28, 
29. ſo t 1 :hink you could hardly have found a 
chapter more repugnant to yourſelf, Eph. iii. 111. 
and Col. i 2 — 28. prove indeed, that the apoſtle 
Paul was in a peculiar way the apoſtle of the Gentiles, 
but who doubts or denies this? 2 Tim. ii. 9. 10. will 
not prove that all the ſufferings which he endured, 
was for the ſake of the Gentiles alone; except you 
can prove thai by the word (elect) he means the Gen- 
tiles alone, excinfive of the elect among the Jews. 

But as I have neither time nor qualifications ſuit- 
able for writing (and I know Sir, you will not expect 


© accuracy or method from a man of my ſtation and 


education, and perhaps you are alſo weary of read- 
ing) I ſhall conclude. Only you'll allow me upon the 


whole of your accuſation, to obſerve, 1. What a vain 


and unſucceſsful attempt it is, to fight againſt the 
truths and ſervants of God; and that as the great and 
now plorified Mr John Brown, was a ſingularly di- 
ligent and faithful ſervant to his Lord and Maſter, 
while he lived, and regarded not his own life, to ſup- 
Ply the fake of other men's ſervice; ſo his gracious 
and ever-faithful Lord, not only while he lived, but 


even yet, ſo long after his death, hath kept and per- 


formed to him that pleaſant promiſe, Ila, liv.17. No 
| : . deg- 
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weapon formed againſt thee ſhall proſper, and every 


tongue that ſhall riſe againſt thee in judgment thuu ſhalt 
condemn + This is the heritage of the ſervants of the 
Lord, and their righteouſneſs | judgment or defence, 
Dutch annot.] ts of me faith t Li1d And alfo, 
2. I obſerve, that the great miſtake, upon which ma- 
ny of your other miſtakes ſeem to be forinded, is, 
that the goſpel method of election, juitificat on, ſanc- 
tification, and perſeverance unto falva!:c!1, followed 
by Mr Brown, and all who have hitherto been called 
orthodox; is a doctrine that tends to encourage idle- 


neſs and licentiouſneſs; and that your plan tends to 


encourage diligence and holineſs : and by thefe good 
words and fair ſpeeches you deceive the ſimple ; where- 
as the contrary hath been ſo clearly ſhewed by many 
worthy divines, that it would be idle and arrogant 
for me to pretend to do it ſo well, particularly Mr 
Brown upon Rom. viii. in his book upon juſtification, 
and in his book intitled, Chriſt the Way, the Truth 
and the Life; Mr Guthrie's Chriſtian's Great Inte- 
reſt; Mr Binning in his Common Principles of Re- 


| gion, and upon Rom. viii. and upon 1 John i. Dur- 


ham on Iſaiah. liii. Mr Gray in his ſermons on aſſur- 
ance, &c. Flavel's Method of Grace, &c. And in 
fact, you might obſerve, if experience doth not con- 
firm the truth in this matter, as J hinted before upon 

your 4th miſtake: Sce alſo the Confeffion,. chap. xvii. 
I 3, 4. chap. xix. J 6, 7. 3. As by the whole, it is 
too evident, that you are apoſtatized from the ſworn 
unto, and eſtabliſhed doctrine of the church of Scot- 
land, ſummarily contained in her excellent Confeſſi- 
on of Faith and Catechiſms; which hath been believ- 
ed and taught with ſucceſs, and a bleſſing from hea- 


ven, and ſealcd by the dying teſtimonies of a great 


cloud of witneſſes; ſo you have rendered it indiſpenſibly 
neceſſary for all ſuch, as would hold faſt the faith 
once delivered to the ſaints, to beware of, and avoid 
ſach doctrines and teachers, as they would give obedi- 


2 


ence to theſe ſcripture precepts, Ja. viii. 20. Prov. xix. 


27. Mat. xv. 14. Ram. xvi. 17. 1 Tim. Vi. 3—5. 2 Tims 
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1 16, 17. 2 Fobn 10. 11. And truly, Sir, Ichink it preat- 
iy concerns you to read and (erionfly conſider Jer. xxiii, 
1, 2, 21, 22, 31, 32. For my part, altho' I eſteem the 
Pure: 7 preached goſpel, and goſpel ordinances, to be 
the greateſt external mercy and privilege 1n this world, 
and the chieteſt means of convincing and converting 
ſinners, and of duilding up belicvers in comfort and 
holineſs, tirrough faith unto ſalvation ; yet I ſee (till 
more and more cauſe to bleſs the Lord that he hath 
hitherto keeped rac from partaking with, or counte- 
nancing the adniiniſtrations of ſuch men. 

Sir, perhaps you will thiak that J have been more 


free and plain, than is confiltent with good manners, 


eſpecially when I was writing to a man fo far ſuperior 
to me in — and abilities. True, Sir, perhaps it 


may be ſo; but if you will be pleaſed to take this for 


20 apology, J had your miſtakes very often in mine 
eye as a copy; and I thought I was ſtill more blame- 
leis than you, in as much as I was marking the miſ- 
rakes of a living man; whereas you was laying great 
miitakes to the charge of a man far ſuperior to your- 
ielf, in many (I had almoic fail all) reſpects, and who 
is dead long ago, and therefore in an utter i incapacity 
to aniwer for himſeif As for my miſtakes in gram- 
mar, I know you will not quarrel ſuch ; for I frecly 
confeſs I never learn'd it; and if you weary of its 
length, you know a wenk unlearned man cannot oe 
conciſe and compichenßve; fome repetitions there 
may indeed be, as I had (om leifare at one time to 
write one page; and Imy ci regrete, that ſuch a wor- 
thy author and his boo, had o weak an advocate; 
but. truth is ſirong itſelf, and need: not ſuch an able 
advocate as error, and perhaps ſo ne other may vin- 
dicate it to better pur poſe How ever, I am aſſuredly 
perſuaded, that ruth, ever thcie ſame truths which 
you here quarrel and con emu, will prevail at laſt a- 
gainſt all oppoſers whom ſong er. 


{ üncereiy wiſh, you may quickly receive better 
light, and a mare found judgment in matters of fuck 


— importance, in which, I am, Sir, 


YOu, real well. Vs; her, R. I. | 


